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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 10/25/2004 is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Le Corre U.S. 
Patent Pub 2004/0037412. 

Le Corre teaches a mobile telephony system, comprised of: a plurality of mobile 
telephone devices (paragraph 6), at least some mobile devices having differing amounts 
of data processing resources (paragraphs 6,9); a first mobile application (paragraph 6; 
request); and a server in communication with said mobile telephone devices (paragraph 
25), said server and a first mobile device collectively performing said first mobile 
application, wherein the amount of data processing resources of the server utilized in 
the performance of the first mobile application is variable in accordance with the amount 
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of data processing resources available at the first mobile device (paragraphs 
6,16,48,50). 

The server and the mobile device perform a search request. If the first mobile 
device is able to process the data in the format received by the server from the web, the 
data processing resources of the server utilized in the search request is less (no format 
conversion necessary). 

4. Claims 9&10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Helferich U.S. Patent No. 6,636,733. 

Helferich teaches a mobile telephony application platform in communication with 
a plurality of mobile telephone devices, said mobile telephony application platform 
comprised of (Col 1 Lines 22-25): a user storage manager that allocates data storage 
resources at a fixed site to each of a plurality of mobile devices (Col 4 Lines 11-17); a 
common storage manager that maintains storage for application data received from 
each of a plurality of mobile devices (Col 4 Lines 4-6), and a processor manager that 
allocates a computational resources to process data for each of a plurality of mobile 
devices (Col 4 Lines 44-56). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the. basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 2,3,4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Le 
Corre U.S. Patent Pub 2004/0037412 in view of Helferich U.S. Patent No. 6,636,733. 

Le Corre teaches the mobile telephony system of claim 1 . Le Corre fails to 
specifically mention the server is comprised of a user storage manager, a common 
storage manager and a processor manager. 

In the same field of endeavor, Helferich teaches a similar system, wherein said 
server is comprised of a user storage manager that allocates data storage resources for 
each of a plurality of mobile devices (Col 4 Lines 11-17); a common storage manager 
that maintains storage of data for each of a plurality of mobile devices (Col 4 Lines 4-6), 
and a processor manager that allocates a computational resources to each of a plurality 
of mobile devices (Col 4 Lines 44-56). It is inherent that the email server allocates and 
maintains storage resources for the mobile devices it serves. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have a user storage manager, a common storage manager 
and/or a processor manager to manage the data resources available to the plurality of 
mobile devices. 
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8. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Le Corre 
U.S. Patent Pub 2004/0037412 in view of Hall et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,230,004 
(hereinafter Hall). 

Le Corre teaches the mobile telephony system of claim 1 . Le Corre fails to 
specifically mention a mobile device is comprised of a local resource manager that 
monitors an amount of data processing resources on said mobile device and 
communicates with said server. 

In the same field of endeavor, Hall teaches a similar system, wherein a mobile 
device is comprised of a local resource manager that monitors an amount of data 
processing resources on said mobile device and communicates with said server (Col 2 
Lines 22-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use a mobile device comprised of a local resource manager that 
monitors an amount of data processing resources on said mobile device and 
communicates with said server so some of the data processing burden can be shifted to 
the server when the device has inadequate amounts of data processing resources, as 
taught by Hall (Col 2 Lines 22-27). 

9. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Le Corre 
U.S. Patent Pub 2004/0037412 in view of Netanel U.S. Patent Pub 2003/0166398. 

Le Corre teaches the mobile telephony system of claim 1 . Le Corre fails to 
specifically mention a mobile device is comprised of a bootstrap processor that initiates 
said first mobile application. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Netanel teaches a similar system wherein a mobile 
device is comprised of a bootstrap processor that initiates said first mobile application 
(paragraph 56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use a mobile device comprised of a bootstrap processor so that 
it would initiate the application as taught by Netanel (paragraph 56). 
10. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Le Corre 
U.S. Patent Pub 2004/0037412 in view of Beresin et al. U.S. Patent Pub 2004/0158829 
(hereinafter Beresin). 

Le Corre teaches the mobile telephony system of claim 1 . Le Corre fails to 
specifically mention the system further includes a second mobile application wherein 
said first mobile device suspends the first client application, uploads information about a 
state of the second application to said server, and downloads information about a state 
of the second mobile application upon a request to perform the second mobile 
application. 

In the same field of endeavor, Beresin teaches a similar system wherein the 
mobile device suspends the first client application, uploads information about a state of 
the second application to said server, and downloads information about a state of the 
second mobile application upon a request to perform the second mobile application 
(paragraph 26). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to suspend the first client application, uploads information about a 
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state of the second application to said server, and downloads information about a state 
of the second mobile application upon a request to perform the second mobile 
application to manage the storage resources at the mobile device as taught by Beresin 
(paragraph 26). 

1 1 . Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Le Corre 
U.S. Patent Pub 2004/0037412 in view of Herz et al. U.S. Patent Pub 2003/01 53338 . 
(hereinafter Herz). 

Le Corre teaches the mobile telephony system of claim 1 . Le Corre fails to 
specifically mention a mobile device and said server jointly allocate resources to said 
first mobile application, thereby enabling the mobile device to perform mobile 
applications that exceed the data processing capabilities of the mobile device. 

In the same field of endeavor, Herz teaches a similar system wherein a mobile 
device and said server jointly allocate resources to said first mobile application, thereby 
enabling the mobile device to perform mobile applications that exceed the data 
processing capabilities of the mobile device (paragraph 242). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the mobile device and said server jointly allocate resources 
to said first mobile application, so that some of the processing burden is handled by the 
server when insufficient memory or processing resources exist at the mobile device as 
taught by Herz (paragraph 242). 
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12. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Helferich U.S. Patent No. 6,636,733 in view of Hall et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,230,004 
(hereinafter Hall). 

Helferich teaches the mobile telephony application platform of claim 9. Helferich 
fails to specifically mention a local resource manager on a mobile device communicates 
with said mobile telephony application platform, and wherein said mobile telephony 
application platform provides data processing resources for said mobile device, thereby 
enabling said mobile device to provide a mobile application that requires resources 
greater than available free resources of the mobile device. 

In the same field of endeavor, Hall teaches a similar platform wherein a local 
resource manager on a mobile device communicates with said mobile telephony 
application platform, and wherein said mobile telephony application platform provides 
data processing resources for said mobile device, thereby enabling said mobile device 
to provide a mobile application that requires resources greater than available free 
resources of the mobile device (Col 2 Lines 22-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the application platform of Helferich to include the local 
resource manager that communicates with the mobile telephony application platform, 
wherein the mobile telephony application platform provides data processing resources 
for said mobile device, thereby enabling said mobile device to provide a mobile 
application that requires resources greater than available free resources of the mobile 
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device so the mobile device can accomplish tasks that require more data processing 
facilities than available on the mobile device as taught by Hall (Col 2 Lines 22-27). 

13. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Helferich U.S. Patent No. 6,636,733 in view of Netanel U.S. Patent Pub 2003/0166398. 

Helferich teaches the mobile telephony application of claim 9. Helferich fails to 
specifically mention the mobile device is comprised of a bootstrap processor that 
initiates said mobile client application. 

In the same field of endeavor, Netanel teaches a similar application wherein the 
mobile device is comprised of a bootstrap processor that initiates said mobile client 
application (paragraph 56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use a mobile device comprised of a bootstrap processor so that 
it would initiate the application as taught by Netanel (paragraph 56). 

14. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hall et 
al. U.S. Patent No. 6,230,004 (hereinafter Hall) in view of Netanel U.S. Patent Pub 
2003/0166398, further in view of Helferich U.S. Patent No. 6,636,733. 

Hall teaches a mobile telephony system, comprised of: (i) a first mobile 
application (Col 2 Line 22); (ii) a mobile device (Col 1 Lines 23-24), comprised of: 
(a) a local resource manager that allocates a resource on said mobile device for said 
first mobile client application (Col 2 Lines 22-27). Hall fails to specifically mention a 
bootstrap processor or an application platform comprised of a user storage manager, a 
common storage manager and a processor manager. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Netanel teaches a similar system wherein the 
mobile device has a bootstrap processor that initiates said first mobile client application 
(paragraph 56) and an application platform comprised of a user storage manager that 
allocates a resource on said application platform for said mobile device (paragraph 20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize a mobile device with a bootstrap processor, so that it 
would initiate the application as taught by Netanel (paragraph 56). 

Hall in view of Netanel fails to specifically mention an application platform 
comprised of a common storage manager and a processor manager. 

In the same field of endeavor, Helferich teaches an application platform 
comprised of a common storage manager that maintains stateless data for said mobile 
device (Col 4 Lines 4-6); and a processor manager that allocates a computational 
resource to said mobile device (Col 4 Lines 44-56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have a common storage manager that maintains stateless data 
for said mobile device and a processor manager that allocates a computational 
resource to said mobile device to manage the resources available to the mobile device. 
15. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hall et 
al. U.S. Patent No. 6,230,004 (hereinafter Hall) in view of Netanel U.S. Patent Pub 
2003/0166398, further in view of Helferich U.S. Patent No. 6,636,733 and further in view 
of Beresin et al. U.S. Patent Pub 2004/0158829 (hereinafter Beresin). 
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Hall in view of Netanel further in view of Helferich teaches the system of claim 
13. Hall in view of Netanel further in view of Helferich fails to teach said mobile device 
uploads information about a state of the first mobile client application to said application 
platform in order to make available resources for a second mobile application. 

In the same field of endeavor, Beresin teaches a similar system wherein said 
mobile device uploads information about a state of the first mobile client application to 
said application platform in order to make available resources for a second mobile 
application (paragraph 26). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made for the mobile device to upload information about a state of the first 
mobile client application to said application platform in order to make available 
resources for a second mobile application to manage the storage resources at the 
mobile device as taught by Beresin (paragraphs 26,27). 

16. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hall et 
al. U.S. Patent No. 6,230,004 (hereinafter Hall) in view of Netanel U.S. Patent Pub 
2003/0166398, further in view of Helferich U.S. Patent No. 6,636,733 and further in view 
of Herz et al. U.S. Patent Pub 2003/0153338 (hereinafter Herz). 

Hall in view of Netanel further in view of Helferich teaches the system of claim 
13'. Hall in view of Netanel further in view of Helferich fails to teach the mobile device 
and said application platform jointly perform said mobile application, thereby enabling 
the first mobile application to exceed the resources of the mobile device. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Herz teaches a similar system wherein the mobile 
device and the application platform jointly perform said mobile application, thereby 
enabling the first mobile application to exceed the resources of the mobile device 
(paragraph 242). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made for the mobile device and application platform to jointly perform the 
mobile application so that some of the processing burden is handled by the application 
platform when insufficient memory or processing resources exist at the mobile device as 
taught by Herz (paragraph 242). 

17. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Netanel 
U.S. Patent Pub 2003/0166398, in view of Hall et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,230,004 
(hereinafter Hall). 

Netanel teaches a mobile telephony device (paragraph 56) comprising: data 
processing resources capable of performing at least a part of a first mobile application 
(paragraphs 20,34); and a bootstrap processor that initiates the mobile application 
(paragraph 56). Netanel fails to specifically mention the server that performs at least a 
part of the application using data processing resources at a location remote from the 
mobile device. 

In the same field of endeavor, Hall teaches a similar device in conjunction with a 
server that performs at least a part of the application using data processing resources at 
a location remote from the mobile device (Col 2 Lines 22-27). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have the mobile 
device in conjunction with the server that performs at least a part of the application 
using data processing resources at a location remote from the mobile device so some of 
the data processing burden can be shifted to the server when the device has 
inadequate amounts of data processing resources, as taught by Hall (Col 2 Lines 22- 
27). 

18. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. as being unpatentable over Netanel U.S. 
Patent Pub 2003/0166398, in view of Hall et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,230,004 (hereinafter 
Hall). 

Netanel in view of Hall teaches the mobile telephone device as in claim 16 
capable of transmitting, to the remote location, information about a state of the first 
mobile application (Hall, Col 2 Lines 22-27). 

19. Claims 18&19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Netanel U.S. Patent Pub 2003/0166398, in view of Hall et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,230,004 
(hereinafter Hall) further in view of Beresin et al. U.S. Patent Pub 2004/0158829 
(hereinafter Beresin). 

Netanel in view of Hall teaches the mobile telephone device as in claim 16 
capable of transmitting, to the remote location, information about a state of the first 
mobile application (Hall, Col 2 Lines 22-27). Netanel in view of Hall fails to specifically 
mention the telephone device is also capable of receiving, from the remote location, 
information about a state of a second mobile application; and initiating second mobile 
application using the received state information. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Beresin teaches a similar telephone device 
capable of transmitting, to the remote location, information about a state of the first 
mobile application (paragraph 27), receiving, from the remote location, information 
about a state of a second mobile application (paragraph 26); and initiating second 
mobile application using the received state information (paragraphs 25,26). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Emeka D. Iwuchukwu whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5512. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (9.30AM - 6PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (571) 272-7547. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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